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The new term of court opened on Monday, Feb-
ruary I, 1819. William Pinkney, who in vacation
had accepted a retainer from the backers of Wood-
ward, that is, of the State, took his stand on
the second day near the Chief Justice, expecting
to move for a reargument. Marshall, "turning his
blind eye" to the distinguished Marylander, an-
nounced that the Court had reached a decision,,
plucked from his sleeve an eighteen folio manu-
script opinion, and began reading it. He held
that the College was a "private eleemosynary in-
stitution"; that its charter was the outgrowth of
a contract between the original donors and the
Crown, that the trustees represented the inter-
est of the donors, and that the terms of the Con-
stitution were broad enough to cover and protect
this representative interest. The last was the only
point on which he confessed a real difficulty. The
primary purpose of the constitutional clause, he
owned, was to protect "contracts the parties to
which have a vested beneficial interest" in them,
whereas the trustees had no such interest at stake.
But, said he, the case is within the words of the
rule, and "must be within its operation likewise,
unless there be something in the literal con-
struction" obviously at war with the spirit of the